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parties from their obligations under the Treaty. But the withdrawal of
Germany, if indeed it ever were to become effective, would raise issues of
so far-reaching a character that it would be impossible to make any
public statement upon them without careful consideration in consulta-
tion with the other parties to the Treaty.
He qualified this answer by 'earnestly' deprecating 'the discussion
of these hypotheses, which' could 'only serve to create apprehension
and, it' might 'be, to cause misapprehension'. But, in spite of this
oaveat, the effect on the Continent of the British Secretary of State's
analysis of the legal situation was to strengthen a prevalent belief
that in future the United Kingdom would exert itself to the utmost
in order to evade Continental entanglements.
In Italy, the German notice of secession from the League was taken
as a natural consequence of the frustration of the Italian scheme for
modifying the structure of the League by means of the Four-Power
Pact; and Italian dissatisfaction at this chain of events was expressed
in a decision that was taken by the Fascist Grand Council, on the
6th December, 1933, to the following effect:
The continued collaboration of Italy with the League of Nations shall
be conditional upon the radical reform of the League in its constitution,
organization, and objectives within the shortest possible time.
This fresh assault upon the principle of 'the Equality of States5
met with the same opposition, from the same quarters, as the Italian
project of March. At Bratislava, on the 6th December, Dr. Benes
once more spoke against any enlargement of the influence of the
Great Powers. At Paris, on the 8th, the French Minister for Foreign
Affairs, Monsieur Paul-Boncour, expressed the opinion, in a public
statement, that the League, as then constituted, combined 'happily
the principle of equality for all nations with the fact that the Great
Powers, as permanent members of the Council', were 'able to play
a predominant part in directing the work of the League without at
the same time exercising a decisive hegemony'. On the 14th Decem-
ber, Dr. Benes arrived in Paris; and on the 17th Monsieur Paul-
Boncour made a joint statement in Dr. Benes's name and his own.
In reporting the upshot of their conversations the French Foreign
Minister said that both statesmen had reaffirmed their faith in the
League, and were agreed that, if it were to be abandoned to its fate,
the whole fragile structure of the peace of Europe would crumble.
£They would stand by it,' said Monsieur Paul-Boncour, 'even if they
were the last of the faithful.' They had been of the same mind that
reforms to the League were only possible within the fundamental
principles of its present constitution. There was, in fact, no need

